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to : Mr. De Loach 



from ; A. Rosen 



subject: ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT 
JOHN FITZGERALD KENNEDY 
NOVEMBER 22, 1963 



O 



date: November 15, 1966 
1 - Mr. De Loach 
1 - Mr. Rosen 
1 - Mr. M alley 
1 - Mr. Shroder 
1 - Mr. Raupach 
1 - Mr. Wick 
1 - Mr. Sullivan 




1 - Mr. Trotter 
1 - Mr. Conrad 
1 ~ J. P. Mohr 



crtttcisSsTte ** ha,,e 

(attached) and a proposed draft of me T randa of 11/9 and *2/66, 

in connection with SEE cSsms *** * "*** by the Director 

prograi^bro^^asfo^H/l^/eS^^u^rine which^n 6 **““*“** of the television 
were made concerning the BurUu^Tnv^l ^r ° f ,alEe “ousations 

TV program was moored ^^dTherlTere^Lb^^.^^ 10 "- ™ s 
original script. It will be recalled that dm-imr ^ bsta 1 ial devi ataons from the 

“ x^aid 

the WarMniReport^a^made^he^ollwing^faUe'^egaUoiw^g^ns/the^BI: 

Leo Sauvage in his book "The Oswald Affair, « alleges the FBI ' 

SSS r “"= ; =» : ssssar “ 

book from Jerry O'Leary, reporter for the "Evening Star « which had t« hW 
D C." bookstores. b0 ° 1[ 1S " 0t yCl availabIe t0 the public in the Washington, 

Enclosures I * !/ m 
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Mark Lane, in public statements, alleged the FBI removed four frames 

Zz “^r v ^ m ?, tajten by a «*• taSSS 

route. (Actually, this film was mutilated by "Life** magazine which had 
purchased the original film from its owner, Zapruder. ) * 

criticlzedtt^Bl' C'W Sr°, Wa . r , re " CommlssiM . when submitting its report, 
I hlfu ,11 C “ ff 1 , insufficient liaison and coordination of information 
| between Secret Service and other Federal agencies, " and that the ’’FBI took 
an unduly restrictive view of its role in preventive intelligence work prior to 

t” S S S ‘ nal r: ° f President *““*• The repudiatio^by the°Director ot 
these statements is mentioned later in this memorandum. 

OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

leveled at thT Wa r™n°rn rlti ^ lsm ’ by * ar » relating to the assassination has been 
leveled at the Warren Commission and not the FBI or other Federal or local 

the ?«!• S c , riticism > while var ied, essentially endeavors to show that 
the Commission disregarded any possibility that a conspiracy existed in the 
President s assassination and that Oswald did not act alone. No evidence has- 
been developed implicating anyone other than Oswald in the assassination. 

falsi«e"d C S ed i Critl -? S h * SVe taken factS ° Ut ° f context 80(1 h ave distorted and 
falsified data in order to support their nebulous theories. 



liaicnn the 'Y arren Commission’s statement concerning our 

liaison with Secret Service and our role in preventive intelligence work prior to 

brief?™ ssination, it is noted that the Director publicly commented on this in a 
briefing session held for a group of newswomen on 11/18/64. 

h „. 1x1 c ° nsid ering the specific allegations against the Bureau, the one which 

!?® b p e “ re /r r ft d H° m °!‘ frequently by critics, as well as columnists, is the 
betwee . n , the official autopsy report as compared with the oral 
comments of the examining physician as furnished to our Agents on 11/22/63 

f/it/Iu Ch Wa ! USG ? aS the basis for the stateme nts set forth in our 12/9/63 and 

1/13/64 reports submitted to the Commission. 

hi connection, in considering any statement to be made by the 
I reference should definitely be made to the so-called conflict between 

I Ic r f ports - With re spect to the other allegations against the Bureau 

* set forth above, it is felt that a general statement would be preferable, 
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■without identifying the sources of the allegations, attesting to the Bureau’s 
accuracy and completeness in handling all aspects of its investigation, with 
the exception of the Zap ruder film frequently mentioned. 

Since the Director has already publicly commented on the criticisms in 
the Warren Report, it is not believed that this matter should be brought up 
again. 

It should be recognized that any statement made at this time clarifying 
i the FBI's role in the investigation of the assassination could lead to future 
requests for additional statements; however, it is felt that each such request 
I will have to be analyzed and appropriate action taken, based on the circumstances 
at that time. 

It also should be recognized that inasmuch as the majority of criticism 
has been directed against the Warren Commission and its conclusions, we should 
be most careful in any public comment which the Director might make at this 
time, as such could have the tendency to focus the attention of the critics 
toward attacking the FBI. Obviously, any attack upon the FBI is synonomous 
with a personal attack upon the Director. We should be most careful to recognize 
this possibility. We should not allow the FBI to be used to divert the attention 
of the critics from the Warren Commission report and the responsibilities of 
that Commission. We should seek every avenue to preclude these critics from 
regurgitating their misstatements, false conclusions and theories to the extent 
of involving the FBI rather than the Warren Commission. I would, therefore, 
be most reluctant to go beyond the recommendations set forth hereinafter. 

1: That consideration be given to approving the attached statement over 
the Director’s name, which is limited to a concise review of the facts regarding 
our reporting of the autopsy examination and a general statement as to the over- 
all conduct of the investigation as handled by the FBL 



2: If this statement is to be released, it is suggested it be given to 
\\ Sidney Epstein, City Editor of the "Evening Star. ” It will be recalled that Epstein 
I', stated he would welcome the opportunity to set the record straight and he will sign 
Ha proposed letter to the Bureau requesting such a statement if we so desire. 
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Accordingly, the proposed letter from Epstein requesting this statement 
is also attached for approval. 



3: H the Director approves the issuance of the attached statement, 
I it is recommended we first clear it with the Department. 



magazine, December issue, was published, which contains a series of articles 
on the assassination and the Warren Commission report. One of the articles 
sets forth a compilation of various theories as advocated by numerous persons. 
One such theory is that there were two assassins involved. One article sets 
forth "The conspiracy theories are proliferating at an alarming rate . . . doubts 
about the authenticity of the autopsy report are at the root of all the two assassin, 
theories. The assumption, either explicit or implicit, that the autopsy report 
was changed, makes tenable the theories that hold that a shot came from in 
front of the President's car." 



...» r j — 0 .w . • ''**“”* j — 

records, the Secret Service sent the autopsy report to the FBI on 12/23/63. 
We received a copy of this report as indicated. 






ADDENDUM: 



Subsequent to the preparation of the proposed statement, "Esquire" 



This article also points out that, according to Treasury Department 
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Since it is now public knowledge we had a copy of the autopsy report • 
prior to the preparation of our 1/13/64 supplemental report sent to the 
Commission, it is believed necessary we should mention the receipt of this 
report in our statement. You will recall we did not report the official results 
of the autopsy examination since we had only received a copy, and the President’s * 
family had requested this be kept confidential. 1 



With regard to the comments that the Bureau has damaged the film 
of Abraham Zapruder, this is a completely false statement. The Zapruder 
film was purchased by a national publication and the FBI received a copy. The 
FBI did not at any time .have the original film in its possession. This will be 
commented upon in our statement. . 
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